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Library News
Comments?

The Law Library invites your comments and
suggestions for improving our newsletter or
any of the other services provided. You
may contact us directly at (602) 506-3461.
You may also submit your comments to us
via our email address at
services@scll.maricopa/gov.

Database Review

If you're searching for articles relating to
business and management, you may want
to try ABl/Inform. This database provides
abstracts, and, in some cases, full fext of
arficles from United States and international
professional publications, academic journals
and trade magazines, covering over 1,800
sources dafing back to 1971. Contentis
updated weekly.

Newsletter of the Superior Court Law Library

The subject matter includes but is not limited
to such topics as computers, health care,
human resources, insurance, public
administration, real estate, and taxation. A
unique feature of ABI/Inform is that is allows
you to limit your search results to only those
titles actually owned by the Law Library.
You can also rank your results by either date
or relevance.

You can access the database in the Library
by simply clicking on the ABI/Inform icon. It
is also available remotely by clicking on
“Database Login” link located near the top
of the Law Library web page. For remote
access, you will need a Law Library card.

Do You Know?

Find out how much you know about
international law.

1. In what country is it against the law to
wash your car on Sunday, hang out clothes
to dry on Sunday, and mow your lawn on
Sunday?

2. What country requires you to have a
license to keep a lunatic?

3. What country has a law that says no pig
may be addressed as Napoleon by its
owner?

4. What country forbids a person from
roaming the streets wearing black clothes,
felt shoes, and black shoe polish on one's
face?

5. In what Canadian providence is one,
upon release from prison, given a handgun
with bullets, and a horse “so you can ride
out of town?”

April 2003



En Banc

On the Internet

Violent Victimization as a Risk Factor for
Violent Offending Among Juveniles

U.S. Department of Justice, Office of
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency

Prevention (December 2002)
http://www.ncjrs.org/pdffiles1/0ojjdp/195737.pdf

Juveniles, as a group, suffer a high risk of
becoming victims of violent crimes. As a
group, they also commit violent offenses at
a higher than average rate. Is there a
correlatione Does one influence the other,
or are these mutually exclusive findings?

The Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention recently reported
on an extensive study of 5,003 juveniles over
a two-year period. The juveniles in the
National Longitudinal Study of Adolescent
Health ranged in age from 11-17, and the
study addressed three issues:

e s victimization a risk factor for violent
offenders?

e  What explains the relationship?2 Do
the same factors predict the
behavior?

o Does drug use affect this
relationshipe

Violent Victimization as a Risk Factor for Violent
Offending Among Juveniles, p.6

Table 8: Factors Predicting Violent Offending in Year 2

Predictor* Logistic Coefficient? Odds Ratio?
Violent offending in year | 139 (.09 401
Violent victimization in year 1 0.86 (.11 2.36
Male 0.71 1D 203
Consistent drug user (.62 (.16) 186
New aleohol user (1.59 (.15) 180
Consistent alcohol user 0.56 (.13) L5
New drug user 0.36 (1T) 143
More physically developed 0.30 C10y 1.35
Depression 0.23 010 1.26
Support from significant others —0.26 (.09) 0.77
Household socioeconomic status =19 (.06) 01.83

Note: See sidebar on page & for methodological notes.

= Only significant (p < .05) |
list of the variables analyzed

lictors are reported here. The sidebar on page § includes a complete

1 The logistic cosfficient represents the effect of a given predictor variable (2.9., viclent offending in
year 1) on the log odds of the outcome (i 2., violent offending in year 2). Positive numbers indicate
risk factors; negative numbers indicate protective factors. Standard errors are in parentheses

The study found that victims of violence
were significantly more likely than
nonvictims to become violent offenders,

and that juveniles who committed a violent
offence in the first year of the study were
significantly more likely to commit a violent
offense in the second year. This particular
correlation was prevalent, regardless of
age, gender, race, and level of physical
development or drug use.

Risk factors for juveniles, who were both
victims and violent offenders, included
previous violent victimization and offending,
drug or alcohol use, being male, depression
and a high level of physical development.
The study did determine one criticall
preventive factor. This was support. Support
from a significant person in their lives, such
as a friend, a parent, or a teacher.

Since it was also found that juveniles who
were depressed suffered a higher rate of
victimization, providing counseling and
victim services could prove to be a valid
method of prevention. In addition, the
study indicated that protecting juveniles
from violent crime, and providing drug
treatment, mentoring, parenting and anger
management programs would also be
successful and positive interventions.

Recent Arizona Cases

Stanley v. McCarver
1 CA-CV 02-0328
(February 25, 2003)

On anissue that has "been addressed
differently among courts nationwide,” the
Arizona Court of Appeals has unanimously
held that doctors who perform pre-
employment screening for companies have
a duty fo disclose any problems they
discover to the person being examined.

Christine Stanley was required by a
prospective employer to have a chest x-ray.
The doctor who read and interpreted the x-
ray reported “implications for pneumonia”
along with *nodule density overlaying the
right sixth rib...” Stanley was never informed
of the report and was later diagnosed with
lung cancer. The plaintiff contended, in her
suit for negligence, that had she known of
her condition at the time of her pre-
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employment screening x-ray, she could
have sought tfreatment sooner.

Writing for the court, Judge Ehrlich, said that
normally such a report would have been
forwarded to the referring physician. In this
case since there was not a referring
physician, the responsibility fell fo the
radiologist. She wrote that “this imposition
of responsibility protects the person being
examined who reasonably and foreseeably
relies on the physician...to disclose
potentially serious threats to the person'’s
health.”

From Other Jurisdictions

Smith v. Doe
U. S. Supreme Court, No. 01-729
(March 5, 2003)

Smith v. Doe is a case that challenged the
Alaska Sex Offender Registration Act
enactedin 1994. The Alaska act requires
any sex offender to register with the Alaska
Department of Public Safety within 30 days
before their release from prison. If a sex
offender is not incarcerated, they must,
“within a working day of his conviction or of
entering the State,” register as well. The
Alaska Department of Public Safety
publishes sex offender pictures on the
Internet along with the offender’s name;
any aliases used; address; a physical
description; driver’s license number; VIN
number; place of employment; date of
birth; date of crime and place of conviction
as well as length and conditions of the
sentence; and whether or not the offender
has compiled with the Act. The provisions of
the Act that require registration and
notification are refroactive and also oblige
the offender to submit “quarterly
verifications and notify the authorities of any
changes.”

The Smith case involved two sex offenders
who were convicted of sexual abuse of a
minor prior to the establishment of the Act.
Both did their time and completed a sex
offender rehabilitation program. The two
argued that they had already been
punished for their crime and making them

register and post their information on the
Internet violated the Ex Post Facto Clause of
the United States Constitution.

The Supreme Court began by saying this
case was the first time they considered a
claim that a sex offender registration and
notification law constituted retroactive
punishment forbidden by the Ex Post Facto
Clause" but it was not the first time they had
to deal with issues of legislative intent.
Matters regarding legislative intent are well
established. In considering legislative intent,
courts must look fo the “statute’s text and its
structure to determine the legislative
objective.” Inreviewing the intent of the
Alaska legislature, the Court concluded that
nothing in the statute suggested that the
legislature was trying to do anything more
than protect the public from harm.

In addressing Alaska's use of the Internet as
a means of community notification, the
Court noted that the “Act does not specify
the means by which the registry information
must be made public.” Just because an
offender may be subjected to public shame
and humiliation, the underlying purpose of
the Act is to protect the public not bring
shame to the offender. Furthermore,
Alaska'’s site does not all allow the public a
manner in which to shame the offender. For
example, there is no way for the public to
add comments to any of the postings.
Writing for the majority, Justice Kennedy said
“[O]ur system does not freat dissemination
of information of fruthful information in
furtherance of a legitimate governmental
objection as punishment.”

Lamb v. Rizzo

U.S. District Court, District of Kansas, No. 02-
1282-JTM

(January 31, 2003)

Thomas Lamb kidnapped and murdered a
24-year-old womanin 1969. One month
later, in January of 1970, he kidnapped an
18-year-old woman and demanded ransom
from her parents. The police staked out the
drop off scene and a high-speed chase
ensued. Lamb was subsequently
apprehended, convicted of kidnapping
and murder, and sentenced to life. After his
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arrest and the discovery of a third woman,
an investigation proved that a fingerprint
lifted from the third woman'’s her car
belonged to the defendant.

In 2001, Tony Rizzo was a reporter for the
Kansas City Star who wrote a couple of
articles about the Lamb case as Lamb was
preparing for an upcoming parole hearing.
Mr. Rizzo's article, among other things,
stated, "he was arrested after the chase
and shootout that left one police officer
seriously injured.” He also wrote that the
defendant dressed up as a woman and
prowled shopping centers looking for
victims. The reporter also stated that Lamb
was convicted of both “kidnapping and
rape.”

Lamb's request for parole was denied. He
brought an action for libel against Rizzo.
Lamb argued that *he was never charged
with rape as to either of his victims,” and
while an officer may have been shot, “the
shot came from another officer and was in
any event, not ‘life threatening’.” He also
stated that while he did abduct on victim
from a shopping center, he "was fully
dressed as a male at that time.”

Rizzo filed a moftion to dismiss on the
grounds that “the plaintiff’s reputation has
been so demolished by his own actions that
he cannot sustain an action for libel.”
Rizzo's motion was granted because of the
libel-proof doctrine. The Court wrote that
“essentially, the argument is that Lamb is
held in such contempt by the community
that he could not have suffered any
damage as the result of the defendant’s
two arficles,” and “If there is little or no harm
to a plaintiff's already low reputation, then
the statements are not actionable.”

It is interesting to note that in the parole
hearing, Lamb argued that he had not
“committed a new crime in over 15 years”
and several people had “submitted
recommendations for his parole.” The
Court’s response is almost comical. “If Lamb
has not committed any recent offenses
against the public, it is likely due to the fact
that he has been isolated from society by
the imposition of three consecutive life

sentences.”

In the News

On March 8, the Arizona Republic ran a
story about possible contamination of
evidence in the Phoenix Police
Department’s crime lab. “More than 50
incidents” from March to October of 2002
were reported in a room that is used fo dry
bloody evidence. Defense attorneys are
asking for a complete audit of police
records during that time to determine if any
of the DNA is tainted. Tainted DNA would
be a “"big deal” in a murder case, especially
if that was the only physical evidence
available.

The crime lab admits that while the
possibility of contaminated evidence is
“extremely low,” they do acknowledge that
it is something that cannot be ignored. In
the event allegedly contaminated
evidence is admitted, it would be up to the
prosecutor to show that there was no
likelihood of contamination. After that,
judges and juries will be the ones to decide
how seriously to take the reports and the
challenges to them.

Recently another newspaper
(http://www.dfw.com/mlid/dfw/news/state/
5364694.htm) reported that the Houston
crime lab is the worst in the country, but
similar froubles are evident in other crime
laboratories. Standards are often lax or
nonexistent, fechnicians are poorly trained
and defense lawyers often have no money
to hire their own experts. The inadequacies
in the Houston crime lab are especially
froubling because Houston is located in
Harris County, which sends more people to
death row than any other county in the
nation.

To find out more about DNA evidence, its
preservation and use aft trial look at these
selected websites.

Phoenix DNA Evidence Under Fire
http://www.azcentral.com/specials/special21/art
icles/0308contamination08.html
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President’s Initiative on DNA, Advancing
Justice Through DNA Technology (March
2003)

http://www.usdoj.gov/ag/dnapolicybook cov.ht
m.

Report to the Attorney General on Delays in
Forensic DNA Analysis (March 2003)
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/nij/pubs-
sum/199425.nhtm

Survey of DNA Crime Laboratories, 2001
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/abstract/sdnaclOl.
htm

Houston Police Online, Crime Lab Division
http://www.ci.nhouston.tx.us/department/police/
crime _lab.htm

Article Review

Special Problems for Specialty Courts
Wendy N. Davis, 89 ABA Journal 32
(February 2003).

On Saturday, July 15, 1989, eighty Vietham
veterans gathered in the field of a San
Diego High School to surrender to a
municipal court judge for failing to appear
in court on charges that ranged from
sleeping on sidewalks to drinking in public.
The vets wanted to “come clean and
resolve their unfinished business with the
law.”

With this mass surrender came the first
“homeless court” in the land. Since then
homeless courts have become part of a
growing specialty of the judicial system.
Other types of specialized courts include
drug courts, mental health courts and
domestic violence courts. Traditionally,
courts handling limited matters include
bankruptcy, immigration, military, and small
claims. The difference in foday’s “boutique
courts” is that they combine social work with
the law and dispense therapeutic
jurisprudence.

Part of the drive to establish specialty courts
comes from “increased efficiencies that
come when a judge develops expertise by

repeatedly presiding over the same kind of
case, becoming familiar with the underlying
legal and social issues.” The argument is
that some defendants need treatment
rather than incarceration and the cost for
tfreatment is much lower than that for
incarceration. Prosecutors, however, are
beginning to challenge the effectiveness of
drug courts,

Davis discusses, in length, the country’s first
drug court, which began in Dade County,
Florida, in 1989. With the exception of New
Hampshire and Vermont, every state now
has some form of drug court. The biggest
source of contention with drug courts is that
defendants are required to plead guilty in
order to enter the program. Defense
attorneys are frustrated by the guilty plea
requirement, because they are not allowed
to have the opportunity to fight the charges
against their client. They complain that
forcing a defendant to plead guilty means
that these courts have become more
punitive than rehabilitative.

The drug court experience led to the
establishment of mental health courts.
Mental health court opponents argue that
mentally ill defendants shouldn’t have to
plead guilty in order to get tfreatment. Critics
also argue that those who have actually
been arrested will end up at the front of the
line for freatment thus forcing persons who
are equally as ill, but not in trouble, to suffer
in silence. A secondary problem with these
courts is that tfreatment is not always
successful.

A third kind of specialty court established in
the last few years is the domestic violence
court. Domestic violence courts present the
“most problems with the least benefit.”
While drug and mental health courts are
focused on freatment rather than
incarceration, once defendants enter
domestic violence courts the momentum
toward incarceration, because of the desire
to protect the victim, is so strong that almost
nothing else will be considered.

Despite concerns, lawyers generally agree
that specialized courts are here to stay.
These types of “problem-solving, focused
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courts ought to populate the landscape
more densely.”

Book Review

Community Association Law in Arizona
Scoftt B. Carpenter
State Bar of Arizona 2003

Do you live in a condominium?2 Do you live
in a “planned community2” Maybe the
easier question to ask is do you live under
the influence of a *homeowners’
association2” Ask that question in Arizona,
you might as well be asking if you simply LIVE
in Arizona.

Increasingly, Arizona has become a
community of “planned communities.” It is
difficult to purchase a new home in the
meftropolitan Phoenix area without finding
oneself in a “planned community.” But
what is a "planned community2” As a
homeowner in a “planned community” or
condominium, what rights do | have?2 Unfil
recently, it has been difficult to pinpoint
exactly what HOA's may do or not do. Untfil
recently, that is.

Scott Carpenter, an attorney in Tempe who
specializes in representing condominium
and planned community associations in
Arizona, has provided us, the reader, with
an authoritative book on community
association law. Community Association
Law in Arizona is a well-organized book
dealing with the Arizona statutes and
common law dealing with condominiums
and HOA's.

The book is easy to read and fully
incorporates and explains the statutes and
case law. With respect to meetings, how do
the statutes address thise What are planned
community associations supposed to do in
this regard?e How do statutes regulate
condominiums?2 Can planned community
associations make assessmentse How does
one remove a member of the board?
Questions such as these have plagued
members of associations for quite some
time. Finally, we may be able to provide
some answers.

Recent Articles: Criminal Justice

Baker, Nena. “Freeing Low-Risk Inmates Urged;
Community Supervision Proposed fo Save Cash.”
Arizona Republic B5 (March 10, 2003).

Clancy, Thomas K. “"What Constitutes an *'Arrest’
Within the Meaning of the Fourth Amendmente”
48 Villanova Law Review 129 (2003).

Cooper, Alan. “Community Justice for Some
Minor Offenders; Intervention Is Replacing
Incarceration.” Richmond Times-Dispatch H-8
(February 26, 2003).

Cordes, Henry J. "Change Won't Come Easy as
Decades Show; Task Force Recommendations:
Options for Offenders.” Omaha World Herald 5a
(February 9, 2003).

“"Corrections Seeks 850 Officers to Fill Vacancies
In 10 Prisons.” 104 Arizona Capitol Times 14
(March 7, 2003).

Costa, Rachel D. “Now | Lay Me Down to Sleep:
A Look at Overnight Visitation Rights Available to
Incarcerated Mothers.” 29 New England Journal
on Criminal and Civil Confinement 67 (Winter
2003).

“Crime Reporting Increases, Study Says.” Arizona
Republic A6 (March 10, 2003).

Durbin, Dee-Ann. “Study: Highways Full of Drunk,
Unlicensed Drivers; Report Says Odds of an Arrest
Are Low.” East Valley Tribune A14 (February 21,
2003).

“Exonerated Inmate Awarded $200,000.” Baton
Rogue Advocate 1-A (January 30, 2003).

Fuchs, Mike. "Public Defender Challenges a Fee:
A Guilford County Judge Will Decide Whether a
New Fee Poor Defendants Pay Is
Unconstitutional.” Greensboro News & Record
B13 (March 12, 2003).

Harris, Andrew. "Constitutional Crisis: Oregon
Can't Afford Indigents’ Right to Counsel; Charge
with Crimes, Defendants Are Let Go.” 25
National Law Journal A7 (March 17, 2003).

Lerner, Craig S. “The Reasonableness of
Probable Cause.” 81 Texas Law Review 951
(March 2003).

“Man Jailed Over Carving Name Into Bench”
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(February 6, 2003), available at
http://news.findlaw.com/ap/other/features/1120
/2-6/2003/20030206053005 055.html.

“Mo. Man Goes to Jail Without Conviction”
(March 16, 2003), available at
http://news.findlaw.com/ap/o/fe/1120/3-16-
2003/20030316121501 07.html.

Nepveu, Kate H. “Beyond 'Guilty’ or ‘Not Guilty':
Giving Special Verdicts in Criminal Jury Trials.” 21
Yale Law & Policy Review 263 (Winter 2003).

Pang, Kevin. “ Sex Offenders Targeted: Bill
Would Prevent Early Releases for Abusers of Kids."”
Arizona Republic A3 (February 21, 2003).

Sowers, Carol. “Extreme DUI Cases Surge.”
Arizona Republic B8 (February 19, 2003).

“Spending Cuts Forcing Ore. Jail to Free
Inmates.” Arizona Republic A7 (January 30,
2003).

Templar, Le. “Guilty-But-Insane Measure Blocked:

Proposal Sought Prison After Hospital Stay.” East
Valley Tribune A9 (February 28, 2003).

“U.S.: 51% of Violent Crimes Unreported in '00."”
East Valley Tribune A12 (March 10, 2003).

Villa, Judi. “750 Sex Offenders Fall Off State’s
Radar.” Arizona Republic B10 (February 7, 2003).

Welch, Dennis. “Sex Offenders Slipping Away:
5.8% Unaccounted for in Arizona, 24%
Natfionwide.” East Valley Tribune Al (February 7,
2003).

White, Welsh. “False Confessions in Criminal
Cases.” 17 Criminal Justice 4 (Winter 2003).

Young, Adam. “An Analysis of the Sixth
Amendment Right to Counsel as It Applies to
Suspended Sentences and Probation: Do
Argersinger and Scoft Blow a Flat Note on
Gideon's Trumpete” 107 Dickinson Law Review
699 (Winter 2003).

Younglove, Jane A. and Corey J. Vitello.
“"Community Notification Provisions of ‘Megan’s
Law’ From a Therapeutic Jurisprudence
Perspective: A Case Study.” 21 American
Journal of Forensic Psychology 25 (2003).

New Books

Akers, Margaret N.

A Legal Guide to Successful Hiring
M. Lee Smith Publishers
KF3457.29 A95 2001

Alberty, Steven C., 1947-

Limited Liability Companies: A Planning and
Drafting Guide

ALI-ABA Committee on Continuing Professional
Education

KF1380 .A94 2003

Arizona Pro Per Information System Project:
"Quickcourt": Final Report

Arizona Supreme Court, Administrative Office of
the Courts

KFA2468 .A73 1993

Arizona: Title Holding
Arizona Motor Venhicle Division
KFA2697.4.A56 A75 2003

Beyond The Boundaries: Report of The Special
Committee on the Future of Law Libraries in the
Digital Age

American Association of Law Libraries

1675.L2 A519 2002

Bloom, David E.

The Demographic Dividend: A New Perspective
on the Economic Consequences of Population
Change

Rand

HB887 .B58 2003

Burkhart, Grey E.

The Information Revolution in the Middle East and
North Africa

Rand

HC415.15.29 1552 2003

Chat Reference
Association of Research Libraries
1670 .A85Kit 273

Code of Gilbert, Arizona
Municipal Code Corp.
Ref. Desk KFX1449.A35 G543

Comaroff, John L.

Criminal Justice, Cultural Justice: The Limits of
Liberalism and the Pragmatics of Difference in
the New South Africa

American Bar Foundation

KTL1572 .Cé6 2001

Community, Creativity, Collaboration: A
Community Dialogue for the Courts

National Association for Court Management
KF8732 .C64 2001

April 2003



En Banc

Corporation and Partnership Tax Return Guide
Tax Research Institute of America, Inc.
KF6285 .P74

Culbreath, Susan E.

New Employment Issues in the Electronic
Workplace

M. Lee Smith

KF3457 .C85 1998

Cullen, Julie Berry.

The Impact of School Choice on Student
Outcomes: An Analysis of the Chicago Public
Schools

American Bar Foundation

LB2817.4.13 C85 2001

Daniels, Stephen

Whatever Happened to the "Litigation Explosion"
In Texas: The Strange Success of Tort Reform
American Bar Foundation

KFT1395 .D36 2001

Democracy and Islam in the New Constitution Of
Afghanistan

Rand

DS371.2 .D42 2003

Deskbook Encyclopedia of American School Law
Oakstone Legal & Business Pub.
KF5120 .D47 2003

Dezalay, Yves

The Confrontation Between the Big Five and Big
Law: Turf Battles and Ethical Debates as Contests
for Professional Quality

American Bar Foundation

KF300 .D49 2001

Diamond, Shari Seidman

Juror Discussions During Civil Trials: Studying an
Arizona Innovation

American Bar Foundation

KFA2942 .D53 2003

Dispensing Justice Locally
Center for Court Innovation
KFN5971.N7 D51 1997

Domestic Relations Department Organizational
Development Implementation Project

Superior Court of Arizona

KFA2494 .D65 1993

Donohoe, John J.

The Impact of Legalized Abortion on Teen
Childbearing

American Bar Foundation

HQ767 .D65 2002

Enabling the Information Society by Stimulating
the Creation of a Broadband Environment in
Europe: Analyses Of Evolution Scenarios for Future
Networking Technologies and Networks in Europe
Rand

TK5103.4 .E53 2003

Equal Justice: Through Awareness, Education,
and Action.

Washington State Minority and Justice
Commission

KFW411.A15 Eé8

Erasing Lines: Integrating the Law School
Curriculum

West

K100.A6 E73 2002

Fox, Charles M.

Working with Contracts: What Law School
Doesn't Teach You

PLI Press

KF801.29 F69 2002

Fryer, Roland G.

Categorical Cognition: A Psychological Model of
Categories and Identification in Decision Making
American Bar Foundation

BF445 F79 2001

Fryer, Roland G.

Understanding the Black-White test Score Gap in
the First Two Years of School

American Bar Foundation

LB3060.62 .F79 2002

Garth, Bryant G.

Building Strong and Independent Judiciaries
Through the New Law and Development: Behind
the Paradox of Consensus Programs and
Perpetually Disappointing Results

American Bar Foundation

KG495 .G37 2001

The Global Threat of New and Reemerging
Infectious Diseases: Reconciling U.S. National
Security and Public Health Policy

RAND Science and Technology

RA643.5 .G56 2003

Goolsbee, Austan

The Consumer Gains From Direct Broadcast
Satellites and the Competition with Cable TV
American Bar Foundation

TK6677 .G66 2002

Goolsbee, Austan

The Impact and Inefficiency of the Corporate
Income Tax: Evidence From State Organizational
Form Data
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American Bar Foundation
HJ4638 .G66 2002

Goolsbee, Austin.

The Impact of Internet Subsidies for Public Schools
American Bar Foundation

Q182.7 .G66 2002

Goolsbee, Austan

Measuring Prices and Price Competition Online:
Amazon Versus Barnes and Noble

American Bar Foundation

HF5438.8.158 G66 2002

Guide to Public Vital Statistics Records in Arizona
Arizona Statewide Archival and Records Project
CD3091 .A7 1941

Heinz, John P.

Lawyers for Conservative Causes: Clients,
Ideology, and Social Distance

American Bar Foundation

KF311 .H45 2002

Improving Dispute Resolution for California's
Injured Workers: Executive Summary

RAND

KFC592.2 .148 2003

Jacob, Brian Aaron

Rotten Apples: An Investigation of the
Prevalence and Predictors of Teacher Cheating
American Bar Foundation

LB1779.13 J33 2002

Joint Committee on Taxation's General
Explanation of Tax Legislation Enacted in the
107th Congress: Blue Book.

CCHInc

KF6355.5 .G46 2003

Kramon, James M.

You Don't Need a Lawyer
Workman Publishing Co.

SELF HELP HF5415.52 K73 2002

Leading Justice Info the Future: Judicial Council
of California Long-Range Strategic Plan and
Fiscal Year 1998-99

Judicial Council of California

KFC958 .L4 1997

Levitt, Steven D.

Market Distortions When Agents are Better
Informed: A Theoretical and Empirical Exploration
of the Value of Information in Real Estate
Transactions

American Bar Foundation

HD1382 .L48 2002

Mancuso, Anthony

Nolo's Quick LLC: All You Need to Know About
Limited Liability Companies, 2nd ed.

Nolo

SELF HELP KF1380.29 M363 2003

Mandelker, Daniel R.

Land Use Law, 5th ed.
LexisNexis Matthew Bender
KF5698 .M29 2003

Mehrotra, Ajay K.

The Public Control of Private Wealth: Henry Carter
Adams and the Intellectual Foundations of the
Modern American Fiscal State

American Bar Foundation

HJ241 .M44 2001

Mizell, Lee.

Nonresident Father Involvement: Do Mothers and
Fathers See Eye-To-Eye2: An Investigation of the
Impact of Reporting Discrepancies on Parameter
Estimates

Rand

HQ755.85 .M59 2002

Nadler, Janice.

Flouting the Law: Does Perceived Injustice
Provoke General Non-Compliance?
American Bar Foundation

KF380 .N33 2002

Nadler, Janice

Victim Impact Testimony and the Psychology of
Punishment

American Bar Foundation

KF9685 .N33 2001

The National Law Journal Litigation Yearbook.
New York Law Publishing Co.
KF178 .N385

New Dimensions for Justice: Report of the
Commission to Study the Future of Maine's Courts.
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